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THE AGREEMENT 


Between Science and Religion 
5 99 55 


Е ARE DEEPLY interested іп the govern- 

ments, local, state and national, under 
М. which we live, in their laws and regula- 
у tions, in the protection and other advantages which they 
give to us, and in the duties which they exact from us. 
To a larger degree we are interested in the government 
of the universe to which we are subject without conscious 
choice of our own. If we do not like the community in 
which we live, we may remove to another, and we may 
get definite information concerning that other before 
making the removal. We may go east, west, north or 
south; to Canada, to Europe or to the antipodes. But 
the government of the universe does not grant to us the 
privilege of removal or expatriation, for there is no other 
universe to go to. Even if we suffer annihilation in 
death, we go nowhere, not. elsewhere. Our fathers, as 


far back as history or fancy can carry us, were subjects 


ind 


of this universe, and governed by precisely the same 
natural laws that govern us, as our descendants will be, 
and as the life in the remotest planets must be, forever. 

We may alter or improve our man-made laws and sys- 
tems of government. We may exercise the right of pro- 


test or of revolution. Thrones have yielded, time-hon- 
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ored systems have fallen, in response to human demands. 
But we cannot change or amend the government of the 
universe. Often we raise our puny arms in protest 
against pain, bereavement or misfortune, but we make 
no impression upon the cosmic order. We have pro- 
duced no army strong enough, no conqueror great enough, 
to change in the slightest degree a law of Nature. 

We hunger to comprehend the government of the uni- 
verse, to know whether its ways are really just or unjust, 
what our relations are to it, and what ground we have for 
hope or fear from this stern, mysterious and unchanging 
power which enfolds us. 

Every religious cult, from the lowest to the highest, 
has had one central motive—the explanation of the 
government of the universe. Science, in its higher reach- 
es, seeks to solve precisely the same problem. Religion 
would explain the relations of the individual soul to the 
government of the universe. Science would explain the 
relations of all truth to the supreme adjustment. It shall 
be my task to inquire concerning the results of these two 
investigations—one religious and the other scientific—of 
the government of the universe, and to ascertain whether 


there exists any agreement between them. 
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The Foundation of Science 


HAT progress has been made by science in 
the explanation of the government of the 
| universe ? 

The science of logic has a fundamental postulate— 
the uniformity of Nature. ‘‘ The uniformity of the course 
of Nature," says John Stuart Mill, “will appear as the 
ultimate major premise of all inductions." (System of 
Logic, 202.) He means by this that all reasoning is based 
upon the postulate that the processes of Nature are 
changeless—that they will be as they have been, that two 
and two will make four, that gravitation will suffer no 
impdirment, that the same cause will produce the same 
effect—and that the processes of Nature are har- 
monious, no process being in conflict with any other. 

That the processes of Nature are changeless is a com- 
plete statement, and it has the dignity and majesty which 
we would associate with the supreme adjustment. That 
the processes of Nature are in harmony, not in conflict, 
is also an inspiring statement, though it leaves much to 
be explained. We would know the grounds of this agree- 
ment, the key to this supreme harmony. 

Uniformity means of one form. What is Nature's 
one form, or process, or law, or principle, upon which 


her harmonies rest? What is this underlying fact? 
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The logicians define this underlying fact in the term 
“invariable sequence.” Of the meaning of “invariable 
sequence” Mr. Mill says: “‘Invariability of succession 
is found by observation to obtain between every fact in 
Nature and some other fact which has preceded it. . 
The invariable antecedent is termed the cause; the in- 
variable consequent, the effect.” (System of Logic, 213.) 

The key to the uniformity of Nature is found by the 
logicians in invariable sequence, and invariable sequence 
means that the processes of Nature are generative; that 
the cause begets the effect; that the effect is true to its 
cause—that the apple is true to its flower, the flower 
to its tree, the tree to its seed. Invariable sequence 
is not a thing unknown to us. It is the familiar 
principle that consequences are true to their antecedents. 

I purpose to trace briefly the working of this prin- 
ciple of invariable consequences in different fields of 
experience, beginning with the simplest human affairs. 


In Common Experience 


One has consequences in view when he strikes a match, 
sharpens a pencil, sets a pot to boil, mends a fence. 
Shall I change my coat? take another cup of coffee? 
walk or ride? Each question will be decided in accord- 
ance with my estimate of the results. We plant a seed, 
a rosebush, an orchard, with the expectation that they 
will pay us back. We study a lesson, patch the roof and 
build roads with the same expectation. 
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Regret is usually a reminder of a neglect or misjudg- 
ment of consequences, while repentance and reformation 
indicate a waking up concerning consequences. Our 
interest, curiosity, anxieties, fears, hopes and ambitions 
are concentrated upon consequences. We seek advice 
when we are doubtful about consequences. Precepts 
and examples elucidate consequences. We work and 
rest, eat and drink, scheme and plan, spend and save, 
for consequences. We indulge or sacrifice ourselves 
for consequences. Cesar expended a million lives for 
earthly glory; St. Simeon Stylites scourged himself for 
eternal gain. 

That mind is the strongest which has the clearest 
judgment of consequences. The fools are those who are 
ignorant of consequences. The child must be guarded 
because it knows little of consequences. What we know 
of narcotics, stimulants, antidotes, hygiene, surgery, 
chemistry, agriculture, mechanics, commerce, culture, 
we know through the observation of consequences. The 
best razor, plough, school, sanitary system, plan of social 
betterment, is that which produces the best results. 
The shrewdest maxims of trade are built upon the obser- 
vation of consequences. The science of political economy 
aims to distinguish and mark the good and evil results 
of different systems of land tenure, taxation, trade and 
finance. The science of government would determine 
what political system is best for a people. And so on 


through the whole of human experience, knowledge 
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seeks to distinguish that which has the best results from 
that which has inferior or evil results. 


In Reasoning 


Logic builds fundamentally, as we have already ob- 
served, upon the principle that consequences are true to 
their antecedents. Reasoning builds primarily also, 
and in all its details, from the simplest deductions of 
common sense to the most subtle abstractions, upon the 
same principle. 

Reasoning a priori is from cause to effect; a posteriori 
from effect to cause. The syllogism is a form by which 
one may advance from antecedent premises to a conse- 
quence. Conclusions, corollaries, deductions, judgments, 
inferences, discoveries and estimates are consequences 
—each following from an antecedent or antecedents. 

Inductive reasoning is an advance from antecedent 
facts to a conclusion; deductive reasoning is from a gen- 
eral principle,established from observation of its anteced- 
ents or consequences, to a conclusion. When anteced- 
ents or consequences are unknown, we fall back on 
analogy, the substitution of something similar with 
known antecedents or consequences. For example, the 
people of the United States, embarking upon a colonial 
policy in which they have had no previous experience, 
must seek knowledge in the consequences of the colonial 
expansion of England, Spain, France and other countries. 


In analysis we seek to comprehend a whole Бу investi- 
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gating its component parts. If water contains matter 
with injurious consequences, we know that it is bad; 
if it contains matter with no harmful or disagreeable 
consequences, we know that it is good. 

Even in reasoning through sight or hearing, we must 
depend upon antecedents or consequences. I observe 
a number of strangers who sit opposite to me in a car. 
I know, through antecedent experience, that they are 
men. I judge that one is old, because he has gray hair 
and wrinkles, the consequences of age. Another, because 
his hands show the consequences of toil, I judge to be a 
laborer. Another wears glasses, the consequences of 
defective vision; another shows the consequences of drink, 
another of worry, and soon. One speaks, and his voice 
shows the consequences of education and culture; the 
voice of another shows the consequences of ignorance. 

If I ride through the country in a district unknown to 
me, the sights will tell me much about the peopie. The 
condition of the fields and buildings on one place will in- 
form me that the farmer is tidy and industrious, and on 
another place they will tell a different story. The condi- 
tion of a farmer’s horse will give some idea of the farmer’s 
character. Other signs will inform me where thrift abides, 
where poverty, where self-respect, where slovenliness. 

Facts, theories, ideas, principles, have antecedents and 
consequences as distinct as tangible things. We judge 
the value of a machine, a field, a cow, a pig, by what it 


will produce; a picture, a scene, a play, a spectacle, a 
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poem, a song, a book, a thought, by what it gives back 
to us; a creed, a plan, a policy, a system, a philosophy, 
by what we believe its consequences are or will be. 

We estimate a nation by its history, its antecedent 
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record. The calculation of future events is based on ante- 
cedent knowledge. We must judge what will be by what 
has been. We search alike for good seeds and evil germs 


э. 


that we may propagate the one, and destroy the other. 


To comprehend an unknown seed, we plant it and ob- 
serve its consequences. To comprehend an unexplained 
crime, we search for its antecedents. The process of 
reasoning, even of the most abstract reasoning, is the same. 
The farmer and the seafaring man, the statesman and 
the laborer, the philosopher and the detective, use one 
and the same process of reasoning—the testing of anteced- 
ents by consequences or of consequences by antecedents. 
We are unable to think of antecedents and consequences 
as being other than invariable—of peaches as growing on 
apple trees, or of acorns that produce potatoes. 


In Ethics 


Beneath the many conflicting schools of morals there 
is a fundamental agreement—that the acts of man must 
be judged by their consequences. Aristotle’s theory 
of *the mean," the avoidance of excess, teaches that 
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moderation will produce the best consequences; the 
cynics hold that plain living will give exemption from fear, 


anxiety and disappointment; the hedonists, and to some 
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extent the epicureans, commend the acts which produce 
pleasure; the stoics hold that the acts unmoved by pas- 
sion, grief or fear will produce the better manhood; the 
utilitarians, that those acts are best that produce the 
greatest good for the greatest number. Mandeville and 
Helvetius, who approve of the acts based on self-interest, 
hold that the consequences of selfishness are best for the 
individual. The philosophers who hold that morals are 
a product of human association mean thereby that man 
has discovered through experience what is most advan- 
tageous for society and for the individual. Theology 
teaches that the greatest virtue consists in submission to 
the will of God, eternal happiness being the conse- 
quence of submission, and eternal pain the consequence 
of rebellion. 

"There appears to be no theory of morals that is not the 
result of the observation of the consequences, or of specu- 
lation concerning the consequences, of human action. 
How do we know that truth is better than falsehood ? 
Because we are better pleased with ourselves when we 
speak truthfully than when we lie; because truth is essen 
tial to understanding; because we despise lying in others; 
because lying leads to confusion, uncertainty, enmity, 
and to other evil consequences. And so also we have 
formed a judgment of loyalty and treachery, kindness and 
cruelty, sincerity and hypocrisy, by their consequences. 

We know that certain actions are right and others 
wrong, as we know that bread is good and straw bad for 
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food; that cleanliness is better than filthiness; that the 
way to walk is forward, not backward; that mirth is 
pleasanter than grief. 


As the value of a machine is shown in its working, and 
the value of a tree by its fruit, so is the good or evil in our 
actions determined by their consequences. 


In Mathematics 


In arithmetic the antecedent two plus two equals the 
consequence four; the antecedent nine minus seven equals 
the consequence two. We may traverse the whole course 
from the simplest calculation in arithmetic to the most 
intricate problem in mathematical physics or the theory 
of functions, and we shall find in each and all the same 
invariable relation between antecedent and consequence. 

The perfect balance between antecedent and conse- 
quence is the vital part in all mathematical reckoning, 
and is expressed or understood in the fundamental axioms 
and principles of the science. 


In Physics 


We live in a world in which, if science and philosophy 
do not err, there is ceaseless motion everywhere, and per- 
fect rest nowhere. There is motion in the heart of the 
granite mountain, in the minutest portions of the human 
body; motion great and insignificant, perceptible and im- 
perceptible, disastrous and beneficent. The earth moves 
in its ceaseless journey around the sun at the rate of eight- 
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een miles a second, one thousand and eighty miles a 
minute—as if one should йу from New York to Yonkers 
in one second, to Albany in ten seconds, to Buffalo in 
thirty seconds, to Chicago in one minute, to San Fran- 
cisco in three minutes—one thousand times faster than 
an express train, fifty times the speed of a rifle bullet. 
We are disturbed often by our own little projects, inven- 
tions and affairs, but we are not fearful that the bulky 
earth will come to harm in its mad course, nor would we 
know that it moves at such speed, or that it moves at all, 
if the astronomers had not demonstrated the fact. We 
are convinced that the astronomers have discovered 
regularity and precision in the movements of the 
heavenly bodies, that their forecasts of these movements 
are trustworthy, and that Nature, in the large, in her 
greater and grander manifestations, is ruled by order. 

What is the key to this precision and regularity? 
Newton, in his third law of motion, gives an explanation 
of the phenomena of universal motion which is accepted 
as the fundamental postulate of physics: “ То everv action 
there is an equal and opposite reaction.” 

“If fire doth heate water, the water reacteth againe 

. . upon the fire, and cooleth it,” says Sir K. Digby 
(A. D. 1644). The knapsack exacts from the soldier 
who carries it an expenditure of force equal to its weight. 
Let me strike a stone wall with a gloved fist, and it will 
give back a gloved blow in response. The wall will be 


gloved, even as my fist is gloved, at the point of contact. 
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Let me strike hard with bare knuckles, and I shall be 
convinced that Nature gives even to senseless things 


some powers of resistance, of defense, even of resent- 
ment. If I should be thrown upon the stone wall by 
accident, still the wall will return the blow with equal 
force. Nature’s ways are exact—strain for strain, blow 
for blow. 

* Without the axiom that action and reaction are equal 
and opposite, astronomy could not make its exact predic- 
tions,” says Herbert Spencer (First Principles, 193). 
As astronomy discerns the balance between action and 
reaction—that consequences are true to their antecedents 
—in the remotest regions accessible to human vision, 
and in the most tremendous phenomena, so chemistry 
discovers the same accurate adjustment among the 
smallest particles of matter of which we have any knowl- 
edge. This is illustrated by the universal practice of 
chemists in writing down every chemical interaction as 
an equation: so much of this plus so much of that equals 
the result. 

A reaction is the consequence of an action, an effect 
is the consequence of a cause, a result is the consequence 
of an antecedent. It is evident that the words reaction, 
effect, result and consequence express different manifesta- 
tions of one law, usually called the Law of Causality, 
though it would be, I believe, more correctly named the 
Law of Balance, meaning thereby that an antecedent 
and its consequence are equivalent, reciprocal or com- 
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pensatory to each other—that one balances the other, 
that consequences are true to their antecedents. 

Returning to the fact that there is ceaseless motion 
everywhere, and perfect rest nowhere, we perceive that 
this ceaseless motion is regulated by equivalence, 
reciprocity or compensation between antecedents and 
consequences. Throughout the universe reaction unceas- 
ingly balances action, effect unceasingly balances cause, 
consequence unceasingly balances antecedent. And this 
state of balance explains perfectly the precision and 
order in the processes of Nature. 


The Harmony in Truth 


The simplest truth is in harmony with all other truth. 
Any truth concerning the system of Nature must agree 
with, and through its relations include, all truth con- 
cerning the system of Nature. 

Modern science recognizes that Kepler’s three laws 
of planetary motion are covered by Newton’s laws of 
motion—that planetary motion is governed by precisely 
the same laws as all other motion. It is true also that 
Newton’s three laws of motion are included in a single 
fundamental principle. His first law covers the fact 
that the motion of a body cannot be accelerated or 
changed in course “except so far as it may be compelled 
by force” to do so; that is, it will change only as it is 
compelled by cause tc do so. His second law—“ change 
of motion is proportional to force applied, and takes 
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place in the direction of the straight line in which the 
force acts"—means that the consequence of a force 
applied must correspond accurately with its antecedent. 
His third law—‘‘To every action there is an equal and 
opposite reaction "—means that the consequence of ап 
action is equal to its antecedent. Each of Newton's 
three laws of motion is included definitely by its own 
terms in the principle that consequences are true to their 
antecedents. 


The Theory of Evolution 


Evolution, as expounded by Darwin, deals funda- 
mentally with the theory of “Natural Selection," which 
is defined as follows by the Century Dictionary: 


“The fact of the survival of the fittest in the struggle for exist- 
ence—which means that those animals and plants which are best 
adapted, or have the greatest adaptability, to the conditions of 
their environment do survive other organisms which are less 
adapted, or less capable of being adapted, to such conditions." 


The word environment, used in connection with the 
theory of evolution, is defined by the Century as ‘‘The 
sum of the agencies and influences which affect an 
organism from without." That is, it is the sum of the 
causes which affect an organism from without. 

The organism is the product of two groups of influ- 
ences—the one group, environment, from without; the 
other, inherited nature and other conditions, from within. 
The organism is the exact sum of these antecedent causes. 
In whatever state the organism survives, it is the conse- 
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quence of these causes. If the organism perishes, its 

death is the result of one or more of these antecedents. 
Everything—a seed, a fish, a man, a government, 
a race, a civilization—is the exact product, the complete 
sum, of all the antecedents that have produced or influ- 
i enced it. The theory of evolution is a statement of the 
' working, in one very important line of inquiry, of the 
principle that consequences are true to their antecedents. 


Other Important Modern Theories 


What relation do the modern theories—modern in 
their general acceptance, not in their origin—of the con- 
servation of energy, of the indestructibility of matter 
and of the ceaselessness of motion, bear to the principle 
that consequences are true to their antecedents? 

The axiom of the conservation of energy is expressed 
as follows: “When one form of energy disappears, its 
exact equivalent in another form takes its place.” The 
axiom of the indestructibility of matter may be expressed 
in the same terms: ** When one form of matter disappears, 


its exact equivalent in another form takes its place." 
It is plain that the theory of the conservation of energy 
and the theory of the indestructibility of matter are not 
two theories; they constitute one theory—that force 
and matter are indestructible—the meaning of which is 


that in the transformation of force or matter there is no 
loss, no waste; that the consequence is equivalent to the 


antecedent. 
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The theory that motion is ceaseless means that there 
is no halt or break in the transformations of Nature, 
that the relation between cause and effect will have no 
end, that the time will never come when an antecedent 


will have no consequence. 


Are Natural Processes Compensatory? 


Can we say that the equivalents which return cease- 
lessly in motion and transformation are compensatory ? 
Yes; the return of an exact equivalent is exact compensa- 
tion. Heat is the compensation for the fuel that produces 
it; electricity is the compensation for the energy that is 
transformed into it; one molecule of water is the com- 
pensation for two atoms of hydrogen and one atom of 
oxygen. A definite amount of matter or force pays for 
exactly the same amount in another form. ‘That which 
disappears and that which succeeds are mutually com- 
pensatory. Fuel pays for heat, and heat pays for fuel. 
The account balances perfectly. Nature has no profit 
and loss account, no bad debts, no failures in compensa- 
tion. 

The assumption that anything can exist in the physical 
world without exact compensation appeals to the scorn 
alike of science and of common sense. Our patent office 
in Washington refuses to consider devices to produce 
perpetual motion because effect without cause, power 
without compensation, is impossible. 
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The Fundamental Law 


Tracing the axiom of the uniformity of Nature to its 
foundation, we have observed that the principle that 
consequences are true to their antecedents is the funda- 
mental postulate of reasoning. We have observed also 
that precisely the same principle—that consequences are 
4 true to their antecedents—is the fundamental postulate 

of ethics, of mathematics, of physics, and also of the 
theory of evolution. We have observed also that the 
same principle appears invariably as the test of truth in 
human experience, alike in the simplest affairs and in 
the higher reaches of knowledge. 

We have observed also that the theory of the indestruc- 
tibility of force and matter is an extension of the princi- 
ple that consequences are true to their antecedents to 
this extent—that consequences are compensatory. We 
have observed that the theory of the ceaselessness of | 
motion is also an extension of the same principle to this 
effect—that the unvarying relation between antecedent 
and consequence is ceaseless and eternal. 

The conclusion from these observations is plain: that 
the universe is governed by one law—that consequences 
are irue to their antecedents; that consequences are cease- 
less and compensatory. This is, I believe, the supreme 
law of Nature, single and fundamental, in which all other 


ц explanations of the system of Nature and all truth con- 
| verge and have their center. 
[171 
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The Foundation of Religion 


F THE antiquity and universality of religion no 

one can speak with more authority than 

Edward B. Tylor, who ranks perhaps as the 
foremost investigator of primitive beliefs. In con- 
sidering the theory that there must be tribes so low 
as to be destitute of religious faith, he says: 


“Though the theoretical niche is ready and convenient, the 
actual statue to fill it is not forthcoming. The case is in some 
degrec similar to that of the tribes asserted to exist without lan- 
guage or without the use of fire; nothing in the nature of things 
seems to forbid the possibility of such existence, but as a matter 
of fact the tribes are not found. Thus the assertion that rude non- 
religious tribes have been known in actual existence, though in 
theory possible, and perhaps in fact true, does not at present rest 
on that sufficient proof which, for an exceptional state of things, 
we are entitled to demand.’’—Primitive Culture, i. 418. 


Concerning the harmonies in religious beliefs, Tylor 
also says: 


* No religion of mankind lies in utter isolation from the rest, 
and the thoughts and principles of modern Christianity are 
attached to intellectual clues which run back through far pre- 
Christian ages to the very origin of human civilization, perhaps 
even of human existence."— Primitive Culture, i. 421. 


Herbert Spencer says: 


“Of religion, then, we must always remember that amid its 
many errors and corruptions it has asserted and diffused a supreme 
verity. From the first, the recognition of this supreme verity, 
in however imperfect a manner, has been its vital element; and its 
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various defects, once extreme, but gradually diminishing, have 
been so many failures to recognize in full that which it recognized 
in part. The truly religious clement of religion has always been 
good; that which has proved untenable in doctrine and vicious in 
practice has been its irreligious element; and from this it has ever 
been undergoing purification.’’—First Principles, 104. 


What progress has been made by religion in the ex- 
planation of the government of the universe? 

If we would answer this question, we must first inquire 
concerning the actual meaning of the great fact which 
we call religion—of universal religion, of all religion, 
and not of one branch of faith. What seed produced, what 
cause explains, this widespread and enduring growth? 
Where shall we find the "supreme verity” to which 
Spencer refers, and the harmony of which Tylor speaks ? 

It would be useless to search for a ground of agreement 
in all of the thought of the world concerning religion, 
for the thinking on the subject has been voluminous and 
endless, good and bad, sane and insane. Nor should 
we expect to find an essential harmony in all religious 
organizations, great and small, temporary and permanent, 
powerful and insignificant. It is conceivable that a sect 
claiming to be religious is really irreligious. 

We should seek for the essential meaning of religion 
in the broad principle or principles which have been 
accepted by great masses of men in places and times wide 
apart; in the permanent manifestations of religious 
sentiment, and in the instinctive, spontaneous or un- 


taught beliefs common to primitive men which survive 


[19] 


їп more highly developed form among the enlightened. 
And we should seek for it finally in the harmony of belief 
in the great religious organizations now in existence; 
for they must contain, in the natural order of growth, 
that which is worthy of survival in the religious faith that 
has preceded them. 


The Belief That the Soul Is Accountable for 
Its Actions 


“I entertain a good hope," says Socrates, “that some- 
thing awaits those who die, and that, as was said long 
since, it will be far better for the good than the evil." 
The belief in a judgment after death is very old. Man 
has been so impressed usually by his accountability 
for his sins—by “the dread of something after death "— 
that he has sought means of escape from it as he would 
from wild beasts, from flood or from fire. What is the 
inner significance of this conviction ? 

The knowledge of primitive man begins, as all knowl- 
edge begins and continues, with consequences. He dis- 
covers that water quenches thirst, game is found under 
certain conditions, a cave gives shelter, friction brings 
fire, the sun yields heat and light, some plants are poison- 
ous, frost withers, lightning kills. 

The first lesson learned by the infant is the lesson of 
consequences. The mother is the source of food, pro- 
tection and tenderness. Later the child learns that 
through effort it can walk; that some things are hurtful 
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and others helpful; some bitter, some sweet; some hot, 
some cold; some heavy, some light. It discovers that 
some actions are beneficial and may be safely repeated; 
that others are injurious and should be avoided. The 
beneficial it recognizes as good, the harmful as evil. 
Before it can speak its first word it comprehends that 
certain causes produce certain effects—that consequences 
are true to their antecedents. 

I believe that the sense of accountability was in the 
nature of things the first religious sentiment in the mind 
of man; that it was based originally and still rests upon 
cause and effect, which are apparent to the dull as well 
as to the enlightened; that the lower men perceived that 
the fruits of certain acts and things were good and of 
others bad, and that this perception led inevitably, in the 
infancy of thought, to the recognition of a definite relation 
between cause and effect. 

Man's belief in his accountability—that is,in cause and 
effect —is fundamental. It begins with his first rational 
consideration of his relations to the external world and 
to the order of Nature, which he will later deify. Nature 
has two imperative commands which primitive man hears 
constantly—“ Thou shalt” and “Thou shalt not.” His 
sense of dependence in the presence of superhuman 
forces, some being terrifying and others beneficent, impels 
him to believe that he is responsible to some power which 
administers rewards and penalties, determines conse- 


quences. As his mind grows, the horizon of his account- 
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ability extends until it passes beyond the confines of this 


life, and he anticipates that, in the after-life, it will be 
“far better for the good than the evil." 

The theory of “а standard of duty prescribed by some- 
thing loftier than immediate advantage,” as Brinton 
expresses it, which was recognized dimly by the lower 
tribes, has been accepted by the later forms of faith. 
There is no religious organization of age or substance 
now in existence that does not teach the complete sub- 
jection and responsibility of the individual to some 
superhuman power or powers. 

The doctrine that the soul is accountable for its actions 
is bedded in the foundations of religion, entering com- 
pletely into the life here and into the life hereafter. It 
explains worship and propitiation; it lies at the base of all 
religious theories of reward and retribution, of a day 
of judgment, of salvation and damnation, of heaven and 
hell. 


The Belief That the Soul Survives the Death 
of the Body 


Tylor claims (Primitive Culture, i. 424) “as a minimum 
definition of religion, the belief in spiritual beings," 
which appears (p. 425) “among all low races with whom 
we have attained to thoroughly intimate relations." He 
defines “the belief in spiritual beings” (p. 427) as includ- 
ing in its full development “(ће belief in souls and 2» a 


future state.” 
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This belief, he says (p. 426), is “the groundwork of the 
philosophy of religion, from that of savages up to that of 
civilized man;" and constitutes (р. 427) “ап ancient 
and world-wide philosophy.” 


Grant Allen says: 


“Religion, however, has one element within it still older, more 
fundamental, and more persistent than any mere belief in a God 
or gods—nay, even than the custom of supplicating and appeasing 
ghosts or gods by gifts and observances. That element is the 
conception of the life of the dead. On the primitive belief in such 
a Ше all religion ultimately bases itself."—'The Evolution of the 
Idea of God, 42. 


Brinton says: 


“T shall tell you of religions so crude as to have no temples or 
altars, no rites or prayers; but I can tell you of none that does not 
teach the belief of the intercommunion of the spiritual powers 
and man."— Religions of Primitive Peoples, 50. 


D'Alviella says: 


“The discoveries of the last five-and-twenty years, especially 
in the caves of France and Belgium, have established conclusively 
that as early as the mammoth аде man practiced funeral rites, 
believed in a future life, and possessed fetiches and perhaps even 
idols."—Hibbert Lectures, 15. 


Huxley says: 


“There are savages without God in any proper sense of the word, 
but there are none without ghosts."—Lay Sermons and Addresses, 
163. 


Herbert Spencer says that the conception of the soul's 
survival of physical death, 


“along with the multiplying and complicating ideas arising from 
it, we find everywhere—alike in the arctic regions and the tropics; 
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in the forests of North America and in the deserts of Arabia; in 
the valleys of the Himalayas and in African jungles; on the flanks 
of the Andes and in the Polynesian islands. It is exhibited with 
equal clearness by races so remote in type from one another that 
competent judges think they must have diverged before the existing 
distribution of land and sea was established—among straight 
haired, curly haired, woolly haired races; among white, tawny, 
copper colored, black. And we find it among peoples who have 
made no advances in civilization as well as among the semi- 
civilized and the civilized."—Sociology, ii. 689. 

Recognition of the survival of the soul is lacking in no 
important religious cult of which we have accurate knowl- 
edge, save the ancient Hebrews, who believed that all 
souls went at death to a vague and sepulchral hereafter 
which could not be called life. The modern Hebrews 
repudiate the materialism of early Judaism. For more 
than six hundred years the Jewish church has accepted 
the doctrine of “the resurrection of the dead" in the 
creed of Maimonides. 

In the same way the Chinese have repudiated Con- 
fucius. While the thought of Confucius is materialistic, 
the Chinese religions are profoundly spiritualistic. Not 
even Confucius, the adored and venerated philoso- 
pher of the Chinese, nor the writers of the Old Testament, 
could wean their followers permanently from the belief 
in a future life. 

The religion that is universal or lasting—as distin- 
guished from beliefs which are temporary, isolated, or 
based on speculation or authority—tolerates no limita- 


tion upon the after-life of man. Here and there some 
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teacher or prophet has proclaimed that only women, 
or the married, or the great or the good, or even that no 
one, will survive death, but such theories have left no 
permanent impression upon the religious convictions of 
mankind. The great religious organizations now in 
existence hold that all mankind will survive death. 


The Belief in a Supreme Power of Adjustment 


So far as our definite knowledge extends, the belief in 
superhuman influences or powers is universal, accepted 
alike by the savage and the philosopher; by the deist, 
pantheist and atheist, as well as by the theist. The 
agnostics, even, do not deny the existence of a something 
higher up, beyond us; they believe that it exists, and that 
it is unknowable. 

It is sometimes said that Buddhism is a godless religion, 
and this assertion has been used as a foundation for the 
assumption that a belief in God is not fundamental in 
religion. It may be that Buddhism recognizes no 
supreme being,.but it is not true that Buddhism acknowl- 
edges no supreme. power of adjustment. No religion 
recognizes more completely than Buddhism the eternal 
forces of reward and retribution, as is illustrated in 
Karma, the law of just consequences. 

Primitive man had a low or dull conception of the over- 
ruling power. Sometimes he located it in a pebble or 
great rock; in a hill or mountain; in the dawn, sun, 


moon or stars; in a mummy or an idol; in his own an- 
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cestor; even in animals, fishes or reptiles. In whatever 
form he recognized it, however, it was to him a power 
of adjustment, to which he acknowledged subjection. 

The primitive interpretations of the supreme power 
improved with man’s growth in culture. The lower 
conceptions gave way to something better, and these to 
something still better—fetichism to idolatry, idolatry to 
polytheism, polytheism to monotheism. 

In contrast with the narrow views of primitive men, 
the enlightened sects have attributed the most sublime 
qualities to the supreme order or ruler. A divine power 
is recognized in Varuna, the chief deity of the early 
Aryans; in Brahma, the absolute of the Hindoos; in 
Jehovah, the almighty of the Hebrews and Christians; 
in Odin, the all-father of the Norsemen; in Zeus, the high- 
est deity of the Greeks; in Jupiter, the chief god of the 
Romans; in Allah, the one God of the Mohammedans. 
The strongest words expressive of beneficence and omnip- 
otence are applied habitually to God—the providence, 
the divine, the infinite, the eternal, the all-powerful, the 
all-present, the all-holy, the immutable, the most high, 
the ruler of heaven and earth, the king of kings, the light 
of the world, the sun of righteousness. Always he is the 
God who rewards the good and punishes the evil; the 
God who administers compensation—the supreme power 
of adjustment. 
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The Agreement 


E HAVE, then, three fundamental religious 
beliefs: 


1. That the soul is accountable for its 
actions. 


2. That the soul survives the death of the body. 

3. In a supreme power of adjustment. 

The belief that the soul is accountable for its actions 
is the recognition that the law of invariable consequences 
applies to the individual soul, that the good shall fare 
better than the evil, that men shall reap as they sow. 

The belief that*the soul survives the death of the body 
is the recognition that accountability does not end with 
the death of the body; that the wrongs which are not 
righted here must be righted elsewhere; that the good 
which is not rewarded here must be rewarded hereafter; 
that there can be no break in the processes of accountabil- 
ity. As science assumes that cause and effect, action and 
reaction, motion and transformation, are ceaseless in the 
physical world, so religion assumes that cause and effect, 
actions and consequences, are ceaseless in the soul of the 
individual. The religious doctrine of ceaseless moral 
accountability is identical with the scientific doctrine of 
ceaseless cause and effect. Аз science postulates that 
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matter and force are indestructible, so religion postulates 
that the human soul is indestructible. 

The belief in а supreme power of adjusiment is the 
necessary corollary of the two preceding beliefs. The 
doctrines that the actions of the individual will be 
balanced by their results, and that this process does not 
cease with death, include the recognition of a power, 
supreme and eternal, that administers rewards and 
penalties, determines consequences. 

Combined, read from one into the other, what is the 
message conveyed by these three fundamental religious 
beliefs? Аге they in harmony or in conflict? is the mes- 
sage discordant, or feeble, or subtle, or unworthy of the 
great fact which we call religion? or is it harmonious, 
simple and clear, a noble interpretation of divine truth? 
This is the message of the fundamental religious beliefs: 
That man is subject ceaselessly to the law o] invariable 
and compensatory consequences, to a supreme power of 
adjustment. 

This interpretation of the meaning of religion is not the 
interpretation of one sect or church, of one time or place; 
it is the interpretation of all sects and churches that can 
be classed as religious, and of all times and places in 
which religion has been manifest. It is not the product 
of speculation or inspiration; it is the product of all 
human experience bearing upon the subject of religion. 
The meaning of religion is found in its own history. 


Religion contains within itself its own story, as the rocks 
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contain within themselves their own story. The message 
of religion is not vague, subtle or unworthy; it is plain, 
easy to comprehend; it is lofty and good. Mankind’s 
recognition of religion as something holy, sacred and 
divine is fully justified by the interpretation of religion 
revealed by the history of religion—/kat man is subject 
ceaselessly to the law of invariable and compensatory 
consequences. 

We have observed the harmony in the scientific explana- 
tions of the system of Nature—that each explanation 
points accurately to a higher and single explanation. 
And we now observe the same harmony in the funda- 
mental conceptions of religion, which point unerringly 
to the same explanation, single and supreme, reached by 
science. 

Religion, dealing with the relations of the individual 
soul to the government of the universe, rests with the 
recognition of eternal justice—that human action is cease- 
less and compensatory. Science, dealing with matter 
and force, holds that physical action is ceaseless and com- 
pensatory. Advancing into the realm of mathematics, 
logic and ethics, science also proclaims that the per- 
fect balance between antecedent and consequence, or 
cause and effect, is fundamental in all. 

The scientific conception of physical action is this: 
It is ceaseless and compensatory. 

The religious conception of human action is this: 


It is ceaseless and compensatory. 
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These two conceptions are identical. Both are inter- 
pretations of one law—the law of invariable consequences, 
of ceaseless compensation. 

The two conceptions are not identical by chance or 
accident. The uniformity of Nature demands that they 
shall be identical. 

We have no difficulty in thinking of physical conse- 
quences as invariable. АП experience shows that they 
are invariable. Extending this one law of invariable 
consequences into the realm of the soul, we perceive that 
the one law establishes the religious theory of moral 
accountability, and the rightness of the cosmic order. 
I cannot doubt that this one Jaw is that which religious 
thought has sought to comprehend in all stages of culture, 
and with increasing success as men have grown in knowl- 
edge. The very same law which is recognized by science 
as fundamental in the physical world, establishes perfect 
justice, infinite and eternal, when extended into the world 
of souls. Applied to matter and force, this one law 
explains the marvelous order in the material universe; 
applied to theindividual, it becomes the noblest philosophy 
that the human mind can grasp. For it explains the 
dark problem of evil, and it vindicates the justice of God. 

Shall we say that this one law operates only in the 
physical world? Then we deny the uniformity of Na- 
ture. Shall we say that we must not claim compensation 
for the soul because we cannot follow the soul and trace 
out its complete compensations? ‘That is not the method 
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of science. Newton does not say that gravitation exists 
only so far as one can see or observe it. He affirms that 
gravitation is universal. Modern science affirms also that 
gravitation and all other laws and processes of Nature are 
universal. The science of astronomy has advanced only 
through the postulation that the very same laws of gravita- 
tion and of cause and effect operate in the remotest parts 
of the universe as they operate here—that these laws are 
there because they are here. Scientific minds are bold 
and courageous in affirming the uniformity of Nature. 
Religious minds may find inspiration and good example 
in this lofty courage, in this sublime faith, of science. 
Religious men may take their stand also, firmly and im- 
pregnably, upon the uniformity of Nature. As scientific 
men affirm that the law is the same here, there and every- 
where, and that distance or time or transformation cannot 
change the law, so religious men may affirm that the law 
of compensation is there beyond the grave because it is 
here, that distance or time or death cannot change the 
law. 

Religion and science are in agreement, not in conflict. 
They have never been in real conflict. The appearance 
of conflict has been due to the misunderstanding and 
misinterpretation of both religion and science through 
the ages in which men have been groping and toiling 
upward from darkness to light. 

The scientific explanations of Nature have advanced 


constantly in breadth—into the uniform, the boundless, 
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the universal, the changeless, the ceaseless, the deathless. 
Upon these broad grounds religion and science meet— 
on the ground of life, not death; of persistence, not anni- 
hilation; of right, not wrong; on the ground of the uni- 
formity of Nature: that the consequences of human action 
are as definite as the consequences of chemical action; 
that the law of compensation which operates in the realm 
of physics acts with the same unfailing certainty, and 
with the same eternal ceaselessness, upon the soul of man. 


Criticism of the foregoing matter is invited by the author, 
whose address is 45 Park Place, New York. 
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ETERNALISM: 


A THEORY OF INFINITE JUSTICE 
By ORLANDO J. SMITH 


PROFESSOR N. S. SHarer: ‘This view [of the eternal nature 
of the individual soul] is maintained in this remarkable book 
with a rare skill in presentation. Within the limits of the 
writing the task could hardly have been more effectively or ' 
more logically accomplished. . . . 

“Меп have gone far with natural science and philosophy 
with the hope that they might find an answer to the grave 
question as to their place in the realm. Here is a man who 
has read much and widely, who, for all his learning, trusts to 
his instincts for guidance; for while the book has evidently 
been a matter of most elaborate preparation . . . it remains 
singularly original and individual." 


Price $1.25 net; postage 13 cents. 


BALANCE: 


THE FUNDAMENTAL VERITY 
By ORLANDO J. SMITH 


SAMUEL A. Extiot, Prest American Unitarian Ass'n: 
“Опе gets the impression of a scholar and writer who is no 
vague dreamer, but a man of affairs, who is secure in his 


footing and certain of touch. . . . There is no dodging of 
issues, no incoherency of statement, no special pleading, no 
philosophical vocabulary. . . . He puts, as it were, a 


candle within the ordinary things of scientific verification and 
makes them glow as with celestial light.” 


Price $1.25 net; postage 13 cents. 


HOUGHTON, MIFFLIN & CO. Publishers, BOSTON 
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TWENTY-SEVENTH YEAR. No.19 
Б E such a heretical opinion. Now I an 

appealed to my own soul more. Тїз toii ti)! a profound student of Poe 

ы ә for want of a more distinctive term 1 Рети · this same view of “Eureka,” 

Г ап () d mit would denominate his spiritual side. -hich heartens me not a little. In 

The term 15 not used in any cant orl the same way I belteve that, despite 

Mebackneyed sense. There was not {һе nis great work in the newspaper field, 

lightest element of cant in his nature. Rl tne highest thing done by Major Smith 

mW hatever else may be said of him, hem and the one that will endear him 

was genuine to the core. He did ҺЬ most. or ought to endear him most, to 

own thinking. He was as utterly | 

scientific in formulating his religious 

philosophy as the most rigid member 

of the materialistic school. (In his 
Mbooks, “A Short View of Great Ques- 

Mtions," "Xternalism," **Balance" and я 

W Agreement Between Science and Re- 

fmligion,” he sought to establish by sel- 

entific processes the immortality of the 


Edgerton's Tribute to the Founder and Presi- 
dent of the American Press Association. 
Soldier, Journalist, Business Man, 
Author---His Great Achievements. 

Love of Truth and Justice. 

Kindness to Strug- 
gling Writers. 


| same books, based as they are on indi- 
| vidual responsibility, on eternal jus- 


things of the spirit as well as of those 


of matter. 
It was the great spiritual nature of 


] tinted his life, that gave him so great 
soul, the conservation not only of еп- 8 in interest in all forward and human 
ergy, but of experience and the rule off arinn movements, that caused him to 
absolute balance and justice both in | 26р struggling writers almost by 
the material and the moral worlds. гея and that made him a power for 
He was brave enough to state freely bod in so many fields, The greates 
whatever he thought to be the truth, j "tne in this world is the soul of a 
mand that only for the truth’s sake, ге- отд Major Smith knew that, and he 
By JAMES A. EDGERTON. gardless of how any school might red, jid not need to look beyond his own 

fmgard his words. He reasoned асб юп! to gain the'knowledge. 

Major Orlando Jay Smith, founderffihead and spirit. From its humble be-lMsince there is absolute equilibrium im ИТЕ of his each bad i 
and president of the American Press#%sinnings, when it had but one small ot the physical there must be the ваше jpecial “appeal for me. One was his 
Association, died at his home in Dobbs T 
Ferry on Sunday evening last at 6:07 
o'clock. Не had not been in active 
work since the summer and had been} 
operated on for cancer of the stomach] 
in September. Despite his painful ill- 
ness, he retained his interest in affairs 
until the end. P 


has increased until, as the New York] tice. Ilis constant cry was of justice, 


: i£ the beautiful in nature, and the oth- 
Times said the other day in its obitu-jMwhich he spoke not only in his words M: 


It is hard to write of the death of aj 
friend. It is doubly hard for me, to 
whom death has always seemed а 
majestic thing, before which mere 
words appeared trite and empty. IB 
сап only avoid this difficulty in some 
degree by a simple and sincere tribute. 
I believe it is such that Major Smith 
himself would desire, for he was a 
simple and sincere man. I knew him|g 
but a few years, yet in that time eame 
to have a growing appreciation of his 
kindliness, his ability and his ideals. iğ 
In speaking of these there will be no 
overstatement. The truth is enough. 
Any fulsomeness would not be in| 
keeping with one of his nature. 

Major Smith was many things—sol- 
dier, newspaper man, political reform-f 
er, author, organizer and executive, @ 
lover of nature and, above all, опей 
who wanted to do good, to add to them 
world's light and to help others. If 
all the newspaper men he eneouraged 
and befriended were to write a state- 
ment of what he did for them it would 
make a unique book. It is my own 
suggestion alone, but I wish they 
would do it. That would be a tribute 
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This is scarcely a fitting place to give 
a list of these men, but it would in- 
clude some of the brightest names in 
American journalism, Those whom 
one helps along the way certainly con- 
stitute for him a roll of honor. Major 
Smith was a man who avoided public- 
ity and spoke little of his own life 
even in private conversation, yet from 
chance remarks dropped while in a 
reminiscent mood, from fuller state- 
ments by others and from a lively 
memory of what he did for one of the 
Jeast of these I have caught some 
glimpses of this phase of his career 
which make it difficult to speak of it 
without undue feeling. 


Successful Career. 


In all the fields he entered Мајог и 
Smith touched the goal of success. EP 
Born on an Indiana farm on June 14, 
1842, of New England ancestors, he 
was a graduate of what is now Def 


Entering the Union army as a private 
he was a major of cavalry at twenty-§ 
two, one of the youngest in the service. B 
He was in the armies of the Potomac, 
the Ohio and the Cumberland and was 
wounded and spent several months in 
a southern prison. After the war һе} 
devoted three years to raising cotton; 
on a Mississippi plantation. Returning} 
north, he entered his Hfe work at the[ 
age of twenty-seven, starting а paper} 
in Terre Haute, Ind. In 1878 this had} 
succeeded so well that it was moved 
to Chicago, becoming the Chicago Ex-pi 
press, which he continued to edit un-f 
til he started the American Press Asso-j 
ciation in 1882, It was while conduct-§ 
ing the Express, both at Terre Haute} 
and Chicago, that Major Smith took 
up the antimonopoly and greenback} 
movement, giving to it his best service 
with tongue and pen. Under his man-[3 
agement the Express became one o like а serles of business romances. I 
the leading papers of the movement. do not know how the future will Тоок 
He was a man who went with Мз #° all this, but I have a vague feeling} 
whole heart into any cause he es-[ that we ourselves do not realize {һе 
poused and was as valiant a soldier poetry and idealism crystallized intoj 
in these political campaigns as he hadi modern commercial accomplishments. 
peen in his military campaigns. Рег. It was this very idealism which If a tree is known by its fruits 
sonally he achieved success here, as in Major Smith threw into his work thatk then the tree of Major Smith’s philos 
other things he undertook, even оп һе public at large did not see. А орһу proves its quality by the gooi 
the movement did not. Still, in а ех of us near to him saw it in part.BMljfruits in his life, which were apparent 
larger sense the “old guard" of їҺе © was his constant effort to ?огпіѕ лпа abundant. * 
antimonopoly and greenback сайпзе the papers of the land the very best|M At the simple funeral ceremonies# 
triumphed, for their principles апа 0 raise the standard, to give not onlyfheld at his house on Tuesday еге 
spirit lived to become a leaven in the} the whole news and the best тіѕсе!- аз nothing more fitting nor inspiring 
nation, and their influence has been] lany, but the highest artistic and liter- ап the rending of a few brief selec- 
felt in every reform wave that hastry results possible. Often he went teBlitions from his own books giving his 
appeared from that day to the present.| lengths in this direction that were по views on this very question of im- 
ук s ‘ommercially profitable. The thing inMlmortality. The reader was Dr. Albert 
Building Up а Great Business. this world which ultimately achievesBMShaw, editor of the Review of Re- 
Major Smith was forty. years оа Һе greatest success is that which ren-Blilriews, who had entercd into the spirit 
when he started the American Pressgfgders the largest service. Major ті ог Major Smith's philosophy and un Büllousing them in an old sawmill, wher 
Association. In that day he was alone, W 'nade the American Press Association erstands it as does perhaps no other Е 
with little capital and in an untriedgmthe success it has been because he ас: тал. 
field. He had an Idea, which, after all. itually wanted to render a service to 
is the most potent and real thing in ће һе papers of the land. We who know 
world if it has only enough faith апа гыз can say it now, feeling that the 
work behind it to bring it into mant-Mieditors will appreciate it and realize 
festation, He had the faith and liter-Mlits truth. 
a ek r ay. ‘ - 
ally worked night and day. It is hard Books That Will Live. 


ly becoming to speak here of the re- 
sults of that work except as these re- The American Press Association is 
Orlando Jay Smith’s monument. He 


late to him in a personal way. Yet 
meeds no other. Yet, much as I appre- 


whatever the association has attained 
is due to him. He brought it into еіп сіле his accomplishment here, he had 
о me a higher element and one that 
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but lived in his life. But all souls ао 
not gain justice in this world. "'Phere- 
fore, that this law of equilibrium ma 
be fulfilled, there must be life beyond! 
the grave. Is there conservation of] 
energy and yet not conservation of the “th 
soul, the most precious and real things 
we know? Each individual is account4 
Mable to the uttermost farthing. We 
reaps as he sows. In Major Smith’s 
erene assurance of the eternality of 
everything that is and of the individual 
soul as the unit of being, death seemed 
only an incident, That he held this 
utter faith imparts some of it to those 
that loved him and, if possible, takes а 
little of the edge from their present 


ary of Major Smith, it is “the largest 
newspaper syndicate in the United} 
States.” For one man to originate, or- і 
ganize and direct such an accomplish-# 
ment in twenty-six years throws not 
monly a revealing light upon him, but onk 
his nation and age. Such a resultg 
would have been possible in no other 
time or clime. It furnishes one more 
chapter in our modern marvelous Book] 
of Deeds, a volume that is not written 
in words, but in results, and that reads 


incoln taught and lived. 


sharacter. Many men and women tha 


'en long associated with him say, “ 


han I know myself." This was no 


ing. 


Love of Truth. 


earts of those who knew him. Oneo 


print it." 


His Great Spiritual Nature. 


Years ago, in reading the works gi у 
Edgar A. Poe, I came to the conclusion Гг! 
that, despite the charm of his poems 
nd tales, the greatest thing he everjg 
did was “Eureka.” an almost unknowns 
treatise on the spiritual nature of е 
universe. So savage were the criticsggdence that his thoughtfulness for thos 
in their treatment of it, һотуеуег-- 


ujnder him continued to the day of hi 
where they treated it at all—that If 


ninong the men who make up th 


and has been at all times since its 
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the future is that contained in thesej 


| tice nnd on the conservation of еј 


И his man that shone through and irra-j 


fice and supplied only a few papers, itllequilibrium in the moral. This is ји bye of the trees, of life in the open, 
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hocracy, the sort of democracy that; 


afterward became famous in the worlds 
ok letters he picked with unerring ac- 
epracy. I have heard writers who hadj 


mbeclieve he knows better what I can dof 


пеге idle praise, but was justified in; 
[numerous instances, as many of пэ 
have a most personal reason for know- 


‚ УЯ Н Major Smith had no mottoes ог leg-fi 
ands hung about his offices, yet he said 
many things that are hung in the 


fitnese he repeated so often that it отеу 
Wallmost into a motto—"If it is the truth, $% 


One little story of the war throws a 
mood of light on his whole life. Onep 
off his theories was that men fight bet- 

miter when cared for and well fed, afp 
" "uth that has been proved in гесеп 
wars, but was not so well recognized| 
Не made every effort for е! 
Pinfort of his men, in one instance 


as his reply that the case was car-]d 
ed still higher, and he there gained 
raise as generous as the former сеп- 
Spre had been unmerited. The spiriti 


Ajmerican Press Association gives evi- 


dath, and its influence lives afteriff 
hardly had the temerity to venture# him. Nor was this care for his own 


institution alone. If he saw especial 
talent he was eager to bring it out, to 
help its possessor find himself and his 
work, even though it carried the man 
from the association and into other 
elds. 


Vigorous to the End. 

Early in the past summer he seemed 
n the prime of his powers. He was of 
robust constitution, which he inherit- 
ed and fostered by physical exercise. 
With his military bearing, smooth 
face апа white hair he was a striking 
fieure, as pleasing in his personal np: 
pearance as he was beautiful in his 
home life and in his spirit. Не was a 
man of the broadest views. While the 
two did not agree in many of their 
opinions, one of his neighbors at Dobbs 
Ferry and warmest friends was Colo- 
nel Robert G. Ingersoll. 

The last mental picture I have of 
Major Smith I prefer to keep forever. 
It was at his home on the Hudson 
where he had called me only to helpg 
me find myself, as he had helped sofi 
many others. We sat long looking} 
over the broad river, talking Dickens 
and I know not what else. I then 
caught a new view of him—of his 
well stored mind, his simple kindnessi¥ 
and warm heart—that will remaing 
with me, I hope, always. It is so I 
prefer to think of him. 

He was a brave man. He fought@ 
not only in the conflict of arms, buth 
Mion the broader battlefields of thought 
and. business. Не faced danger with 
ihis regiment, then as a southern plant-§ 


i" 


yet hated, and in his antimonopolyg 
pampaigns. 
Georgia was not the only one he bore. 
There was also a bullet hole given азр 
а loving token of his newspaper days 
in Terre Haute. 
shown in other ways. The first at-@ 
tempt to found the American Pressi 
Association was a failure. 


He was a fighter. 
that gain or deserve triumphs, wheth-§ 
ег in war or peace. - 
And now he has reached the long 
|Щреасе and won the great victory. 
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PRINTERS’ TRIBUTE. 


И Resolutions by the American Press Às- 
sociation’s Composing Rooms. 
The following resolutions were 
passed unanimously at a chapel meet- 
Ming of the American Press Association 
i composing rooms, New York, held Mon- 


Mo... Men 94% ICAR., B 


Whereas, The déath of Major Orlan- ji 


of the American Press Association and 
Шип recently its active directing head, $ 
has aroused in every employee of the 
Massociation a sense of direct personal 
mloss: and, ү 
WM Whereas, This feeling of loss and 
msorrow is shared deeply by the mem 
bers of the American Press Associa-}f 
tion’s composing room chapel, number: 
ming in its membership men who have 
mbeen in the employ of the association 
mtwenty years and over; and, 
B Whereas, These men and others, 
Mworking under conditions established 
Мапа maintained by Major Smith, found 
Min him always a just and fair employ-§ 
er, earning as such their respect and 
mesteem and winning by his generosity [i 
land kindness of heart their regard and 
affection; and, F 
Whereas, It is our conviction that if 
Шап employers of labor were as uniform: 
wily fair and considerate as Major Smith 
the functions of labor unionism could 
Ще confined safely to the uplifting of 
mmankind in its moral and social as: 
pects, leaving its economic side to the 
justice of the employer; therefore be it 
Resolved, That we, the members of 
the American Press Association com- 
posing room chapel, express hereby 
mour sense of bereavement and tender 
to the family of Major Smith our sym- 
pathy and feeling of participation in 
their sorrow; and be it further 
Resolved, That a copy of these reso- 
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CAN Press, the International Typo- 
graphical Journal and in the Printing 
Trades News, 

PETER J. CORCORAN, 


| 


Ik Chairman. 
JOHN F. LONSDALE, Secretary. 
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The wound gained ing 


His courage wasg 


He опуҝ 
changed his plans and started again. E 
j It is only such® 
Мапа neighbors, piled on the coffin and 


J Чо Jay Smith, founder and presidenta 


Milutions be sent to Mr. Courtland Smith] 
He had a marvelous insight 1пїо0 апа that they be printed in THE AMERI- 


Burial of Major 


Orlando J. Smith. 


jSimple Funeral Services at His 


Home---Tribute of Friends to 
His Noble Character. 


The funeral of Major Orlando Jay 


aSinith occurred. at his residence at 
qDobbs Ferry, on the Hudson, Tuesday 


afternoon. A special train from New 
York carried employees of the Ameri- 
can Press Association and representa- 
tive men from various parts of the 
country, who gathered with his sor- 
rowing neighbors to pay tribute to his 
memory. 

In harmony with his life and in ac- 
cordance with his wishes, the cere- 
monies were simple, Eight voices 
from the Mendelssohn club rendered 
appropriate musie, and there were 
addresses by Dr. John Elliott of the 
Society of Ethical Culture and Dr. 
Albert Sbaw, editor of the Review of 
Reviews. Dr. Elliott spoke eloquently 


Дог Major Smith's character and his 


achievements. In the hour of death, 
he said, it was Major Smith who 
should speak, and he sketched his ca- 
teer as soldier, business man, journal- 
ist and author, holding up his life as 
an inspiration and example to his 


er in days when northern “men wereBhearers. Dr. Shaw referred feelingly 


to his departed friend and read por- 
tions from Major Smith’s books which 
set forth his religious views, particu- 
larly his belief in the immortality of 
the soul, a supreme power. nersonal 
accountability and the final triumph 
of justice and right. 

The coffin was draped in the nation- 
al flag. Beautiful flowers, the offering 
of the Loyal Legion, employees of the 
American Press Association, friends 


banked high against the wall back of 
it, bore eloquent testimony to the place 
he held in the affections and esteem 

f those who knew him best. 

The interment was in Sleepy Hol- 
low cemetery, at Tarrytown, where 
rest Washington Irving and other fa- 
mous men, 


TRIBUTE OF A FRIEND. 


Smith’s Fine 
Strona ©- е 


Major 


pay 
во fine а mind, so strong a character, 
So just a temperament, as those pos- 


Smith requires only a mere statement 
facts. When one is possessed 
of so strong a love for his fellow men 
and such a fine sense of justice as he 


maisplayed he builds about him an en- 


during bulwark of affection and es- 


teem. 


His was the happy choice to build a 
philosophy, his a nobler courage to live 


Mit, and I wish to attest that in the 


fifteen years of a personal intercourse 
never once have I seen or heard aught 
but the noblest actions and loftiest 
sentiments. In his dealings hbe in- 
sisted upon justice. While conceding 
to others their rights, he made it not 
ın act of charity, but rather their due. 

In his books, a labor of love, he has 
inscribed his name to a new philos- 
ophy—a reconciliation of science and 
religion. If I should say that Major 
Smith had one failing—a regrettable 
one—it would be that of extreme mod- 
esty. His retiring nature led him 


Waway from the public forum toward 


his home, but his purposes were more 
sincere, his ambitions greater, than 
those of many of our public men. 

O. H. VON GOTTSCHALCK. 


Because of the death of its 
Founder, President and General 
Manager the American Press 


Association makes no an= 
nouncements in this 
The American Press. 


issue of 


Intellert and 


the tribute of АУ Л to ; 
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not a slave to his business, but its 

master. While never a politician in 

the sense the term is usually under-[ 
stood, he took the keenest interest inig 
publie affairs and was an exemplar of|E 
the best American citizenship. 


RETEOEIEXL TE 
MAJOR SMITH'S PERSONALITY. fi 


Felt In Every Department of the Amer- 
ican Press Association. 
By JOSEPH M. HAZZARD, 


Manager News Services, American Press 
Association. 


Centering in his own strong and en- 
Mergetic mentality the manifold activi- 
Юе» of the American Press Association, 
upon Major Smith alone rested the 
burden of bringing the association to 
its present position in the news- 
paper world, his influence reaching to 
the smallest paper in the furthest 
town of America. Within the associa- 
tion itself, its interior economy, his 
qualities made themselves no less felt. 
No feature of the association's work, 
however minute, escaped his carefull 
inspection. His personality inhabited 
all, vitalized all, saw that all was 
brought to perfection. He directed 
with a thorough sufficiency to meet 
problems as they arose and solve 
them in the light of ripe experience 
and calm wisdom. Yet he did not dis- ү 
dain counsel; rather did he invite i 
suggestions and comment from those I 
to whom he looked for the execution} 
of his mandates. Never was chief so[ 
Miconsiderate of his followers, so quick [li 
Bto see merit in their suggestions, во 
gentle in setting them right. Sub- 
mission of details to the general шап- 
ager was not a task to be approached 
Bin fear and trembling; it was the ful- 
яшеп of an obligation laid upon аш 
һу his own injunction that anything 
Ri which by any possibility seemed tomm 
Mpoint toward improving the ѕегуісе 
ust be laid before him. No man 
Biwas ever more qualified by nature 

Athan he to draw to himself the esteem 
Bof his subordinates. In his business 
[ intereourse with them he made them 
Bfeel not that they were working for 
him, but with him, all having at hear! 
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жшн шшш NEGO ff 
Major Orlando Jay Smith. 

The shadow of the sorrow whiel 
darkens the home rests upon the oflice 
Responding to the relentless demand: 
of newspaper work, men go about thei. 
tasks with heavy hearts and saddenet 
faces, for their chieftain, he who hat 
been their leader and inspiration fof 
more than twenty-five years, is n 
more. Major Orlando Jay Smith 
founder and president of the Americal ff 
Press Association, is dead. 

What а man does when he has bee! 
eminently suecessful in any depart 


А 


ment of human activity is а matter о Ш пе interests of the papers they 
common knowledge; what he is is bes ri served. jä 
known to those who have been ass | Major Smith was trained in е 


ciated with him in business and have 
worked under his direction. 

Major Smith achieved enviable dis | 
tinction in journalism, his chosen fielu 
of labor. He was a pathfinder and en $ 
dured the hardships which come to the 


school of experience for the perform- 

lance of the work of his later manhood. 

To thorough training in the mechan- 

ical details of typography he added 

years of labor in the editorial chair. 

S ucid in expression, deep and clear ini 
pioneer. Leaving the beaten track, hr thought, his writings are an addition 
struck out in a new direction, explor Rito the world's knowledge. Whether һе 
ing an undiscovered country. He w авы ‘expounded his views on the world-old 
an originator who built up a greatf §problems of life, death and the here А 
business where there was none before. реу 4s witness his philosophical 

Major Smith possessed extraordinary. -vitings—or whether he discussed, 
ability. He had in a pre-eminent ded. ith keenest interest in life, the latest 
gree that imagination which is indis- movements in science, art, literature 
pensable to greatness. It swept таз аа politics, in all he displayed thef 
horizons and with keen vision репе- пе qualities that made his intelleet] 
trated the future and levied tribute stand out before men. He knew the] 
upon it. In the direct speech of trade, «ооа in man as well as he knew theg 
he was endowed in a remarkable ае-М ү and he applied in his life and ex- 

———À—giee- witir bussaeoe- foresight. Memplified in all his dealings and acd 

Major Smith was а great editor. tions the principle of “Balance,” which 

Nothing less than the newspaper їп- е interpreted in one of his books. Bal 

stinct could have enabled him to caterfanced he surely was in all senses off 

successfully to the thousands of newS-Bithe word, a balanced, poised, generous, 
papers scattered throughout the coun-Mhsiberal, kindly personality such as wel 
try which have used the service of Пе 21 never meet again. 

American Press Association for а quar- Contact with Major Smith was an in 

ter of a century. He was alwuySMlspiration. He radiated and conveyed] 

editor in chief. While he possessed his associates and even to thosef 
the genius of the commander whichWw non) he met casually a sense of them 
enabled him to select wisely his sub-Mjignity and worth of.human life. Hisl 
ordinates, his was always the guidingy presence gave to life an added, higher 
spirit which directed and controlledifmeaning; his example and memory re 
the editorial policy of the association і an incentive to duty and faith- 
Major Smith had the pluck, the еп- уез. 3 
durance, the tenacity, necessary toj™ I am impelled to acknowledge my 
great achievement. Не регѕетегейі ersonal debt to Major Smith. While 
when weaker spirits would have fal- Whe lived my friendship with him wasn 
tered. In the early days of the asso- badge to be worn outwardly, to bef 
ciation his indomitable will, his Та с of all men, a mark of distinction. 

in the future of the business, enabled]Mix os that he is gone from among us I M 

him to overcome difficulties Беѓоге „уру in the friendship. It will be a 

which a less stout heart would havelcontinued stimulus to higher thought, 

quailed and gone down in defeat. со better living. ; 
He had a high sense of honor ср I first met him in 1887, when I wasf 
is reflected in the great organiza-lossistant foreman of the New ҮогЕ@ 
tion he built up. One of his local man-MiBcomposing room of the American Ргеѕа 
agers was accustomed to say that neji lAssociation, Frequent contact with 
had never seen a liue from the generallinim brought to me first a realization 
offices nor had known of a single асъ ғ the depth and breadth of his men 

of the association which might not be (tality. This was followed fast by the į 

blazoned upon the heavens for all шей sense of his fine personality, his kind- 

world to read. Mness and humanness, and within а 

Major Smith was not only honorable: hort time the latter feeling ripened|* 
in his dealings with the public, Б! у affection—such affection as 1 һаа 
just and kind in his relations with bish#not until then thought could exist be- 
employees, many of whom have been} tween men. 

with the association from fifteen to When I first met Major Smith I was 

twenty years—a stronger tribute to Мз л materialist, with no саге or thought 

large heart and sterling character апи гор anything but earthly concerns.{ 

can come from any pen. The Amerl-Eiris radiant belief in an ultimate Good} 

can Press Association has lost its head, liim pressed itself on me, and in one con-4 

journalism a commanding figure, buti versation’ he gave me а pure, clear| 
his employees a friend. On his returnMlight by which to guide my course} 
from Europe a little more than a yearfiseen in that light life has taken on af 
ago they presented him with life sizedllovelier hue; for it I am indebted be- 

bronze busts of Lincoln and Napoleonj yond acknowledgment to Major Smith 
in commemoration of the twenty-fifth They say he is dead; that we shallj 
anniversary of the founding of thefnever see him again. But we who|ll 
business. Acknowledging the ѓез(іто- лүе been guided by him through life 

nial, contributed by practically all оѓ козу that “some time. somewhere. 

the employees of the association, һе ща] the muster roll be called.” 

wrote: "I am grateful beyond measure 

for this friendliness and good will. I m— Б À 

cannot figure how I have earned itj 

save that I have always reciprocated} 
it, and perhaps, after all, that is they 
only way in which it ean be earned.” | 

Major Sinith lived quietly and avoid- 
ed publicity. He was not a member of 
many clubs. Ostentation was distaste- 
ful to him. Не was in the city, but not 
of it. When it became desirable for 
business reasons to locate the general 
offices of the American Press Associa-ff 
tion in New York city he made a home 
for himself on the wooded slopes оғ} 
the Hudson, at Dobbs Ferry, twenty 
miles from the city. Неге he found 
recreation in avoentions which might] 
well have claimed his entire time—au-[f 
thorship and arboriculture. In bothg 
he achieved distinction. His books оп[й 
philosophical, religious and economical 
subjects have attracted the attention[l 
of the world’s foremost thinkers. Не 
was a man of broad culture. He was 
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M Patrick F. Drohan, aged forty-three 
myeurs, for many years a reporter on 
the city staff of the Worcester Tele- 
meram, died Dec. 16 in Ware, Mass. 

M Charles W. Pickard, for forty years 
! business manager of the Portland (Me.) 
‘Transcript, died in that city Dec. 15, 
aged seventy-five years. 

Charles F. Burger, a compositor on 
the Brooklyn Times, died suddenly at 
his home in that city Dec. 15. Mr. 
Burger was a native of Philadelphia 
and forty-nine years old. 

Milton Bucklin, editor of Judicious 
Advertising, a Chicago periodical, died 
а{ the Englewood Presbyterian hos- 
pital in that city Dec. 15, aged thirty- 
eight years, Мг, Bucklin was well 
known in advertising and publishing 
cireles throughout the country. 

Thomas W. White, who had been 
connected with the New York World 
for more than thirty years and had 
been dramatic editor for a good part of 
the time, died Dec. 15 at his home in 
that city, aged fifty-eight years. Mr. 
White was a native of New York city 
and was educated at Columbia college. 

Martin Van Buren Scribner, one of 
the best known weekly newspaper pub- 
lishers of Minnesota and formerly edi- 
tor of the South Minneapolis News, 
died recently at the Soldiers’ home at 
Minnehaha, During his life Mr. Scrib- 
ner published fourteen different week- 


ly newspapers in various western 
states. He was born in Livingston 
county, N. Y., in 1839. 


Denis J. Sullivan, for many years 
private secretary to Horace Greeley, 
died Dec. 18 at his home in Brooklyn, 
maged seventy-eight years. Mr. Sullivan 
mwas a native of Ireland, coming to this 
Micountry when fourteen years old. He 
remained in the employ of the Tribune 
wuntil 1880, when he became the New 
York correspondent of a chain of out 
gof town newspapers. Subsequently he 
was on the editorial staff of the Mail 
Ennd Express. 
M John Н. Kerrison, formerly pub- 
Mlisher and owner of several news- 
of papers in England, died in Boston 
MDec. 20 at the age of seventy years. 


Evening Star at Stockport, another pa- 
ti ff per of the same name at Ashton and 
was the owner of the Weekly Guard- 
tian. With the failure of certain Eng- 
lish banks he lost a fortune and en- 
jlisted in the English army, serving 
E with such distinction in an Indian 
lf campaign that he received a medal for 
ll bravery from Queen Victoria. 


